Preface
As the notion of meaning being one of the most significant challenges in our era, it is crucial to shed light to it in order to make the communication process more eff ective. For this, two substantial subfields of linguistics, semantics and pragmatics, have come into use. When meaning is considered, not only the literal meaning of the words and sentences is adequate, but also the implied meanings have to be deduced with the help of contextual factors. In other words, context plays a vital role in communication and it falls under the domain of pragmatics which has come to the fore in recent decades.
In a conversation, interlocutors have significant tasks to undertake. Th e speaker has to organize his/her utterances by keeping in mind the background knowledge of the hearer and the shared assumptions between each other. Meanwhile, the hearer makes use of the context to grasp the intended meaning thoroughly. By its very nature, a conversation is a joint procedure that takes place between the interlocutors who are expected to obey to a principle called the cooperative principle and the conversational maxims.
However, the speaker does not always utter exactly what s/he means. In this case, the addressee must correctly interpret what the speaker wishes to convey so that the communication is carried out smoothly. In short, the speaker implies and the hearer infers. Based on this, the implicatures and the inferences play crucial roles in order to get the correct interpretations.
Th erefore, the elaboration of the above mentioned topics is thought to clarify the distinction between what is said and what is meant by supplying various examples from everyday life. It is to be hoped that this book will help the people dealing with these topics.
Finally, I would like to thank my family, my friends and my colleagues who encouraged me and contributed to the study. I would also like to thank Pegem A Publishing which has been meticulous at every moment of the publication process.
Language is the most important feature that separates human beings from other living things. It is a means of communication that people use to engage in any kind of social interaction. People can express themselves whenever they want to do so. Th ey can create a sentence by using any number of words and convey it to other people. Because people live in a society, they are constantly in need of communicating with each other to exchange ideas, meet their needs, share their thoughts, beliefs and values; in short, they have to be able to survive aptly. Th us, all the societies need a language to be able to sustain their existences as societies and to transfer their values from generations to generations as each and every individual needs it as well. However, the language use in a society is not that simple, rather it is a very complex process. Although language and the use of language can well be perceived as a systematic ordering, on the first thought, this is not the case since people mostly use language when communicating with each other, which is a highly complicated procedure with multidimensional aspects. Th at is why the study of human communication has attracted the attention of many scholars interested in various disciplines, including semantics, pragmatics, discourse analysis, sociolinguistics, anthropology, and others. Th e basic and main function of communication is to convey attitudes, ideas, and feelings from the speaker to the hearer by means of language INTRODUCTION CHAPTER 1 (Ibrahim and Abbas, 2010:8) . For this, it is necessary to make use of linguistics, which is a scientific discipline interested in researching and examining a language. Linguistics, an interdisciplinary science, embraces many branches of disciplines. In general, a language can be categorized into three subparts; form, meaning and use. When these subparts are connected to linguistics, it can be stated that phonology, morphology, and syntax take place under the heading "form"; for the second division, semantics mainly studies "the meaning", however, meaning could be ascribed to pragmatics as well and the last part, "use", is totally taken into account under pragmatics. For the use of a language, it is necessary that the sentences have a meaning, which is still not enough. Because the meaning of a sentence, or even the meaning of the same sentence may diff er according to the context depending on various factors such as time, place, and social relationships between the interlocutors. Th at is why pragmatics, which forms one of the most important subdivisions of linguistics and examines the use of a language, is becoming increasingly important. So, Th omas (1995:22) refers to pragmatics as meaning in interaction, because the process of making meaning is a joint accomplishment between the speaker and the hearer. Based on this, meaning is not something which is inherent in the words alone, nor is it produced by the speaker nor by the hearer alone. Making meaning is a dynamic process, involving the negotiation of meaning between the interlocutors, the context of utterance and the potential meaning of an utterance created by the speaker.
For a conversation to occur, first of all, there have to be at least two interlocutors; the speaker and the hearer. Th en, before they engage in the conversation, they greet each other and aft er this greeting, a post greeting comes. Within the fl ow of the conversation, the interlocutors take turns naturally. While doing this, they have to choose the most appropriate linguistic expression from their linguistic repertoires and, in this sense, the meaning in interaction gains importance since the meaning relies on context which is one of the key terms in pragmatics.
According to Spencer-Oatey and Zegarec (2002:74) , the fundamental questions that pragmatics mainly deals with are the following:
i. How do people communicate more than what the words or phrases of their utterances might mean by themselves, and how do people make these interpretations?
ii. Why do people choose to say and/or interpret something in one way rather than another?
iii. How do people's perceptions of contextual factors (for example, who the interlocutors are, what their relationship is, and what circumstances they are communicating in) infl uence the process of producing and interpreting language?
Th ese questions form the major considerations within the scope of pragmatics. Additionally, some other features of pragmatics can be identified as the study of speaker meaning, contextual meaning and the study of how more gets communicated than is said (Yule, 1996:3 Th ese are some questions that pragmatics seeks to answer. For instance, "What did they mean by that?" is a relatively common question, and it is precisely the subject of the field of pragmatics. In order to know what someone means by what s/he says, it is not enough to know the meanings of the words ( semantics) and how they have been strung together into a sentence (syntax); we also need to know who utters the sentence and in what context, and to be able to make inferences regarding why they say it and what they intend us to understand (Birner 2013:1). As another example, "Th ere's one piece of pizza left " can be understood as an off er ("Would you like some?") or a warning ("It is mine!") or a scolding ("You haven't finished your dinner"), depending on the situation, even if the followup comments in parentheses are never uttered. People commonly mean quite a lot more than they say explicitly, and it is up to their addressees to figure out what additional meaning they might have intended to convey. Mwihaki (2004:128) asserts that meaning as use refers to speaker meaning and particularly the intention of the speaker or the desired communicative eff ect of the utterance. Th is approach to the notion of meaning is validated on the basis of the conviction that language is purposive; when one speaks, s/he intends to achieve particular ends. Language use therefore implies making the appropriate choices of linguistic forms for the appropriate communicative setting and cultural context. Additionally, Sperber and Wilson (2002:3) argue that pragmatic studies of verbal communication start from the assumption that an essential feature of most human communication, both verbal and non-verbal, is the expression and recognition of intentions (Grice, 1982 (Grice, , 1989 . Based on this approach, pragmatic interpretation is ultimately an exercise in metapsychology, in which the hearer infers the speaker's intended meaning from evidence s/he has provided for this purpose. An utterance, of course, is a linguistically coded piece of evidence so that verbal comprehension should involve an element of decoding. However, the decoded linguistic meaning is merely the starting point for an inferential process that results in the attribution of a speaker's meaning.
Pragmatics, according to Kasper and Rose (2001:2) , is also thought to be the study of communicative action in its socio-cultural context. Communicative action includes not only using speech acts (such as apologizing, complaining, complimenting, and requesting), but also engaging in diff erent types of discourse and participating in speech events of varying length and complexity. . Th e second chapter will focus on semantics and pragmatics and on the concepts of semantic meaning, pragmatic meaning, sentence, utterance, presupposition and entailment and the relationships between these terms. Aft er supplying a general framework for the above mentioned concepts, the third chapter will shed light to the cooperative principle and the conversational maxims that the British philosopher H. P. Grice introduced in 1975. Th en in the fourth chapter, the topics such as what is implied and what is inferred and how the same utterances may change according to the varying situations, conventional implicatures, conversational implicatures, the types of conversational implicatures and the properties of conversational implicatures will be dealt with and finally a concluding chapter will present some final remarks and focus on the topics covered. However, it is almost impossible to analyze the topics and approaches that pragmatics includes. So the main goal is to give a brief insight to such areas especially in the communication and interaction processes.
Aft er a brief introduction about the field of pragmatics and its study areas, the present chapter will mainly focus on the diff erences between two closely related fields of linguistics; namely semantics and pragmatics. When semantics is considered, the first thing that comes to mind is the study of meaning and this meaning is the literal meaning which does not change from one person to another. However, the same sentence could mean something else based on the intention of the sender. Th is is where pragmatics fits into and the addressee has to deduce the meaning of the sentence or utterance by taking into consideration the context. Th at is why semantics may be considered as static whereas pragmatics is dynamic.
Semantics and pragmatics are the two main areas of linguistics that study the knowledge we use both to extract meaning when we hear or read, and to convey meaning when we speak or write. Within linguistics itself, the dividing line between these two disciplines is still under considerable debate (Peccei, 1999:1). However, generally speaking, semantics concentrates on the meaning that comes from purely linguistic knowledge, while pragmatics concentrates on those aspects of the meaning that cannot be predicted by linguistic knowledge alone and takes into account knowledge about the physical and social world.
While semantics deals with a broad range of phenomena including the nature of meaning and the role of syntactic structure SEMANTICS AND PRAGMATICS CHAPTER 2 in the interpretation of sentences, pragmatics, on the other hand, investigates how the meaning that the speaker intends to communicate by using a particular utterance in a particular context is understood by the addressee (O'Grady, 1996:305) . According to Yule (1996:4) , semantics is the study of the relationships between linguistic forms and entities in the real world; that is, how words are literally connected to things and pragmatics is the study of the relationships between linguistic forms and the users of those forms. Ibrahim and Abbas (2010:20) claim that the focus of pragmatic analysis is on the meaning of speakers' utterances rather than on the meaning of words or sentences. It is the study of the ability of natural language speakers to communicate more than what is explicitly stated. Another perspective is that pragmatics deals with the ways we reach our goal in communication. Suppose, a person wants to ask someone else to stop smoking. Th is can be achieved by using several utterances. Th e person could simply say, "Stop smoking, please!" which is direct and with clear semantic meaning; alternatively, the person could say, "Th is room needs an air purifier" which implies a similar meaning but is indirect and therefore requires pragmatic inference to derive the intended meaning. Th us, pragmatics is regarded as one of the most challenging aspects for language learners to grasp, and can only truly be learned through experience. Language meaning can be analyzed at several levels and has a direct connection with semantics and pragmatics. Th erefore, semantics covers what expressions mean, while pragmatics deals with what speakers mean in using the expressions. Th us diff erent interpretations may arise from the same sentence and Bates (2004:34) exemplifies it perfectly:
(1) A: She got it last week.
It is possible to analyse this sentence semantically and decide that the subject is a woman who possesses something and it happened one week ago. But we cannot be sure of the speaker's intended meaning from this level of analysis alone. Th e following Each of these various responses from B suggests that the statement A may well give away to three diff erent conversations whereas A by itself does not convey enough meaning for the addressee to understand the utterance.
When a speaker uses a piece of language, in order for the hearer to understand or interpret it, s/he should keep in mind the context to deduce a successful inference. So, semantics involves the meaning of the words and the sentences without taking into consideration the contextual factors. Th at is why it may also be called as the sentence meaning whereas the pragmatic meaning may be referred to as the speaker meaning or the intended meaning.
It is also possible to point to interesting discrepancies between the speaker meaning and the sentence meaning. Levinson (1983:17) gives an example to make it clear; "Linguistics is fascinating" may ironically be intended by the speaker to communicate "Linguistics is deadly boring". Further, there appear to be general conventions about the use of language that require (or, perhaps, merely recommend) a certain degree of implicitness in communication, with the consequence that it is virtually ensured that what the speaker means by any utterance is not exhausted by the meaning of the linguistic form uttered. How, then, is the full communicative intention to be recognized? Th e answer seems to be obvious. It is to be recognized by taking into account, not only the meaning of the utterance, but also the precise mechanisms (like irony, or general assumptions of a certain level of implicitness) which may cause a divergence between the meaning of the utterance and what is communicated by the utterance in a particular context.
Semantics is the study of the relation between linguistic expressions and their meanings as Szabo (2005:4) argues and pragmatics is the study of context, or more precisely, a study of the way how the context can infl uence our understanding of linguistic utterances.
If semantics studies the linguistic expressions themselves and abstracts from the speaker and the utterance context, then the meaning studied by semantics cannot be determined by the intentions of the speaker and/or the contextual circumstances. Th at is as Gutzmann (2014:4) stresses, the only meaning aspect that falls under the scope of semantics is the literal meaning of an expression, by which the meaning that an expression has by linguistic, semantic conventions, irrespective of any actual use of the expression. On the other hand, pragmatics deals with concrete utterance tokens made by speakers in concrete discourse situations which are located in time and space, while semantics abstracts away from those concrete contextual factors.
According to Ting and Snedeker (2009:1725) , semantics is the aspects of the interpretation that can be directly calculated from the meanings of words and the structural relationships between them. In contrast, pragmatics refers to the aspects of interpretation that are inferred through an analysis of the context and the communicator's goals. Th erefore, to put it simply, when the meaning is concerned, there is no context to consider, then it is related to semantics. And, if there is a context to take into account, then it means it is the content of pragmatics.
In a text, listeners and readers have the task of guessing what the sender of an utterance intends to communicate. As soon as a satisfactory guess has been made, the sender has succeeded in
